72    CONSTITUTION OF EASTERN CHURCHES

the patriarch, whom they had helped to reinstate, and who,
they declare, had not helped their cause one whit.

The report of the government committee at Constanti-
nople in answer to the demands of the Syrians was made
during the first half of the year 1910. On the face of it this
was favorable to the national party, as it sanctioned the
formation of the mixed assembly, and appeared also to
sanction the admission of Syrians to the Brotherhood of the
Holy Sepulchre, and thus to higher clerical rank. The
Syrians, however, by continuing to boycott the churches,
evinced their scepticism as to the real intentions of the
lonians in control of the brotherhood to throw open the
doors for their admission.1 On the other hand, they began
to feel some hope that by means of their influence in the
newly constituted assembly the educational rights of their
children might now at last be recognized. While thus *in
the summer of 1910 the Ionian and Syrian factions were
still at variance in the Patriarchate of Jerusalem, the four
Greek Patriarchs of Constantinople, Antioch, Jerusalem,
and Alexandria had again become reconciled.

We must not leave this unhappy ecclesiastical quarrel,
which naturally evokes considerable sympathy for the na-
tional party in Jersualem, without stating the contention of
the leaders of the Ionian faction, which, in turn, presents
its plausible side.2 The Brotherhood of the Holy Sepulchre,
they declare, was founded for the preservation of the holy
places: this is the burden of their whole argument. Native
Syrians were at first admitted to its membership, thus
becoming eligible to higher clerical rank; but later their
exclusion was found to be necessary, because their loyal
co-operation in the preservation of the holy places was sus-

1 The churches at Jaffa and, I understand, at some other places which,
though in the patriarchate, are not in the patriarch's own Episcopal See
of Jerusalem, had been reopened before this.    In such churches it is not
necessary at the liturgy to commemorate the patriarch, but only the
bishop of the diocese.    In Jerusalem the people objected to commemo-
rate their patriarch-bishop, whom, as president of the brotherhood, they
regarded as responsible for their exclusion.

2 The Ionian position was stated by a dignitary of the convent in a
private interview in 1909.